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* Chief Justice Jackson died January 13, 1887. Chet Justice Bleckley was ap- 
pointed to succeed him, and qualified January 17, 188 At the succeeding ses- 
sion of the General Assembly he was elected for the remainder of the term, and 
qualified Ausest 29, 1887. 

Mr. Lumpkin resigned April 30, 1838, and Mr. Peeples was appointed to fill 
the yrnexpite term of office. 

Judge Mershon having resigned, Judge Symmes was appointed to fill the 
unexpired term, and qualified September 29, 1886. At the succeeding session of 
the legislature, Judge Atkinson was elected for the full term, and qualified De- 
cember 18, 1886. 

| Judge Willis having died, Judge Smith was appointed to fill the vacancy, 
and qualified May 9. 1887. At the succeeding session of the legislature he was 
elected for the remainder of the unexpired term, and qualified July 11, 1887. 

Judge Carswell’s term of office having expired, Judge Hines was elected to 
sucosed him, and qualified December 20, 1886. 

{ Judge Estes’ term of office having expired, Judge Wellborn was elected to 
succeed him, and qualified November 12, 

udge Lawson’s term of office having aspired, » Judge Jenkins was elected to 
Bis him, and qualified November 29 
ttJudge Branham’s term of office having expired, Judge Maddox was elected 
to succeed him, and qualified November 30, 1886. 
tt Abolished by act of December 10, 1886. (Acts 1886, p. 275.) 





NOTE. 


By the act of 1866 (section 4279 of the code), the decisions of the 


Supreme Court are required to be announced by written synopses of 
the points decided. The head-notesin Chief Justice Bleckley’s cases are 
made by him, and those in the cases of the other Justices are made by 
the Reporter, except in a few instances, where they are stated to have 
been made by the court, 7. ¢. the Justice delivering the decision. 
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RULES. 


The foliowing rules were adopted on March 28,1888: 


Ruts 40. The reporter’s services in reporting the cases from each 
circuit shall be completed (subject to after correction) by the time 
the circuit is reached in its order on the docket; and the report of 
each case, as soon as prepared, shall be filed with the clerk for inspec- 
tion by the counsel interested, as well as by members of the court. 
When an injunction or other case is set for argument out of its regu- 
lar order, the report of the same shall be prepared and filed before 
the day designated for the argument, whether the circuit has been 
reached or not. And cases put by law at the heel of the whole docket 
shall be reported and the reports filed before the heel is reached. 

Rue 41. Upon the call of a case, the official report of it shall be 
read before the argument begins, and thereupon the counsel for the 
parties respectively may read any suggestions they think proper to 
submit, pointing out mistakes or deficiencies in the report, and file the 
same. For the purposes of the argument, the official report will be 
taken as correct, except in so far as it is modified by the suggestions 
thus submitted, and each party may assume his own suggestions 
well-founded and those of his adversary ill-founded, the court under- 
taking to verify the matter by the record after the argument is con- 
cluded. The suggestions must be brief and pointed in expression, 
and refer to the pages of the record which are relied upon for vindi- 
cating their truth. 

Roe 42. The reporter shall note on each report the date of filing 
the same, and make a similar note in his docket or lis t of cases. 





